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Specifically, over one-half billion 

dollars was reduced out of the NASA 
budget to fund the replacement for the 
space shuttle. The replacement for the 
space shuttle is badly needed. Our 
shuttle fleet is aging, and indeed we 
are looking at a scenario in the early 
part of the next decade where we will 
not have the capability of putting men 
and women into space. And we, the 
United States of America, the greatest 
country in the world, will be relying on 
the Russians to put our astronauts into 
space for many, many years. And, that 
the further reductions in NASA that 
will put forward by the new majority 
have the potential to lengthen that pe-
riod even further, and possibly perhaps 
permanently cripple our manned space 
flight program. 

So my amendment is very simple and 
very straightforward. Basically what it 
says is that we are not going to cut 
NASA for the purpose of plussing up 
the National Science Foundation. I be-
lieve we need to fund both of these pro-
grams, and that is my goal and that is 
the purpose of my amendment. 

I think one of the things that the au-
thors of this bill keep talking about, 
which is very revealing and I think 
very important to the debate we are 
having right now, they talk about the 
importance of training kids in math 
and science, and that we are falling be-
hind in our international competitive-
ness. But I can tell you, when I talk to 
teachers all across the country about 
what motivates our young people to 
study math and science, it is not the 
level of grants that are coming out of 
the National Science Foundation, it is 
actually our space program and an en-
thusiasm for the possibility or the 
chance that they might some day be 
able to participate in the space pro-
gram, the manned space flight program 
in particular that motivates our kids. 

So I think these two programs are 
really linked at the hip, and I think it 
is important that we do not fund one at 
the expense of the other. The current 
language in this bill has the potential 
to create that climate, and so I think 
it is critically important that the point 
of order be waived and that my amend-
ment move forward and be approved by 
this body. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I con-
tinue to reserve the point of order, but 
I would like to move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. AN-
DREWS). The point of order is reserved. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I very 
much appreciate and admire and re-
spect the gentleman from Florida, and 
I understand full well where he is com-
ing from. He has been a passionate sup-
porter of our manned space program, 
and I share some of his concerns about 
the impact on that budget. I do think, 
however, that his offsets are wrong, 
and that is why I reserved the point of 
order which in just a moment I will 
press. 

b 2015 
There are many, many places in the 

Federal budget where we could find 

possible money to support the gentle-
man’s aims, many within, for example, 
the Commerce appropriations bill. 

It is possible for the gentleman to ad-
just revenue impacts of tax cuts. It 
would be possible for the gentleman to 
seek offsets or matches through fund-
ing for the war in Iraq, which is burn-
ing about $2.5 billion per week from our 
economy. 

So if the gentleman is interested, as 
I know he is, in supporting space flight 
and continued investment in that, I 
would suggest that more appropriate 
offsets are available elsewhere in the 
Federal budget. 

And I would also say it would be just 
terribly unfortunate to hold the 
Science Foundation budget, which this 
bill authorizes, hostage. You’ve got the 
wrong hostage. There are other places 
where lots more money is being re-
duced from the revenue stream or 
being expended on things that may not 
be in the best long-term national inter-
est of this country. And for that rea-
son, and for the fact that I actually 
consider the amendment nongermane, I 
will have to oppose it. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. BAIRD. At this point, if it’s ap-

propriate to do so, I would wish to 
press the point of order with the Chair, 
if that’s appropriate procedure at this 
point. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. AN-
DREWS). Will the gentleman state his 
point of order? 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Chair, I have re-
served a point of order. The amend-
ment offered by the gentleman is not 
germane to the bill it is amending and, 
therefore, violates clause 7 of rule XVI. 

The underlying section of the bill 
being amended is specific to the Na-
tional Science Foundation, while the 
amendment introduces another unre-
lated agency, NASA, so the subject 
matter of the amendment is different 
than the underlying bill. 

In addition, the amendment places an 
unrelated contingency on the author-
ization of NSF funds. On this point I 
would cite Deschler’s Precedents, 
Chapter 28, 31.22. 

Lastly, the purpose of the underlying 
section of the bill is to authorize ap-
propriations for NSF, while the amend-
ment seeks to affect the appropriations 
for NASA, so the fundamental purpose 
of the amendment is different from the 
underlying provision, and the scope of 
the underlying provision is signifi-
cantly enlarged, and, therefore, I would 
urge that the amendment be ruled out 
of order. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does any 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I would just simply 
point out to my friends on the other 
side that this amendment was duly and 
appropriately presented to the Rules 
Committee. The Rules Committee has 
all of the availability of the parliamen-
tarians and the appropriate expertise 

to be able to determine whether or not 
the amendment should be made in 
order. They determined, in their wis-
dom, that it should be made in order. 
And therefore, I would hope that the 
Chair would rule that, in fact, this 
amendment is appropriate, and that it 
addresses an issue that is of impor-
tance to the gentleman from Florida 
and importance to this Nation; and I 
would hope that we’d move forward 
with the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there any 
other Member who wishes to be recog-
nized on the point of order? 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I wish to be recognized on the 
point of order. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that it is in-
appropriate to exercise a point of order 
on this amendment. It’s quite clear 
that the NASA budget and the Na-
tional Science Foundation are within 
the same budget category, function 250, 
and that there’s a strong relationship 
between increasing the National 
Science Foundation that it can have a 
negative impact on NASA. 

Furthermore, as my friend from 
Georgia just indicated, we have moved 
several bills through this body. Just 
today we did one where multiple points 
of order were waived. And the bottom 
line here, in my opinion, is NASA a pri-
ority for the new majority in this Con-
gress. I don’t believe it is. I don’t be-
lieve it’s a sufficient enough priority, 
and I ask that the point of order not be 
sustained. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Chair is 
prepared to rule on the point of order, 
seeing no other Members who wish to 
be recognized. 

The gentleman from Washington 
makes a point of order that the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Florida is not germane. The test of ger-
maneness is the relationship of the 
amendment to the pending portion of 
the bill, section 3. 

Clause 7 of rule XVI, the germane-
ness rule, provides that no proposition 
on a subject different from that under 
consideration shall be admitted under 
color of amendment. One of the central 
tenets of the germaneness rule is that 
an amendment may not condition the 
effectiveness of legislation pending an 
unrelated condition. Examples of this 
principle may be found in the Deschler- 
Brown Precedents, chapter 28, section 
30. 

The amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida proposes a condi-
tion on the level of authorizations con-
tained in section 3. The condition re-
lates to funding levels for the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration. 
The activities of that separate entity 
are not related to an authorization for 
the National Science Foundation. As 
such, the amendment proposes an unre-
lated condition. 

The amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida is, therefore, not 
germane. The point of order is sus-
tained. 
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